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positivist must seem a manifest begging of the question.
When treating last year of the design argument, I examined all the objections of Comte against final causes which seemed to me possessed of any plausibility. On this point, therefore, I shall merely remark now, that if, as he maintained, we can know nothing of final causes, nothing of the purposes which things are meant to accomplish, the arguments by which he attempted to show that they might have realised their final causes, fulfilled their purposes, better than they do, ought in self-consistency never to have been used. If we can have no notion of the purpose of a thing, we cannot judge whether it is fulfilling its purpose or not, whether it is fulfilling it well or ill. Comte's unqualified denial of the possibility of knowing the ends of things is glaringly inconsistent with his attempts to prove that things might have been constituted and arranged in a happier and more advantageous manner. For a man who avows complete ignorance of the purposes of things to try to show that they are not fulfilling their purposes, or might fulfil them more successfully, is the most suicidal, self-contradictory undertaking imaginable. It shows that he himself finds it impossible really to believe what he rashly affirms. It shows that in spite of his theory the belief in final causes is so rooted in his intellectual